Qmm 1-40 were pending m the appMeatiom Claims m mi 23-14 were withdrawn frtm 
mmMmmm by way of a Response Ip Emmmkm Rsqmmmt, mmk4 December S, 2805. 
€Mm M ® amWferi and claim 41: is added.. Wife sufe«!ssfea of thi s Respond and aovmdnnoits, 
claims 10-22. 31-37, and 39-4 1 wis! remain pending 

0Mm 3? m, objected to doe to inlwmalife Claim 3? Is amended herein m. address the 
objection. Appikasts respectfully request witbdrawrd of tip otrjsetio n. Claim 39 Is rejected under 
USC |t:2 ; doe m a lack of antecedent bass for a iMt&don.. Amended claim 39 has been 
amended in a wop that renders: this objection moot. Withdrawal, of tWk objection, is also 
respecuolly requested. 

Claims 10-13, 19, 20, 22 s and 35-40 are rejected either under 35 USC § ! 02(b) as feeing 
arwcowwa by U.S. Patent No. 3,428/293 (Sinclair C93) or under 35 DSC 3103(a), as being 
atmateniable over Sinclair nt wow of U.S. Patent Ho. 631 00,690 (Sinclair = 606) and/or U.S. 
Patent !%. 4,9492)45 (Clark '045). App H^M^re^eetis% traverse each of these rejections. 

Applicants appreciate the Examlrs^i indjeatkn; thai eaeJwof claims IS and %\ wwiss 
patentable subject matter,, and may be allowable if rewritten m Ind^ndeM form W> include all 
bmitalions of the base claim and any intet^nmg plairns, 

CMghiaf claim 10 recited a resistivity logging tool having, among other elements, a shield 
disposed m the mM® to cover the realstwity sensor and adapted %\ prevent electric 

current flow hi the shield in a direction parallel to iongltudnwl axis of the tubular.. U Claim 10 k 
rejected as being anticipated by Sinclair "293. As reported h the Office Acbon, Sinclair '293 
mentions coil shaped sensors that inemde ''shielded aaial cods." It does not teach or auggest S; 
however, a shield that is adapted wo prevent electric current how so a duecnon parallel to the 
lorabttniioai axis of the tubular * Aoolkants aefenewledoe that shields are known and that 
sensors may be electrically sealed. Sinclair : 29< does am teach, however; bow to modify any 
known shield or any known sensor sesJ eonstr^nion so as to *p&m& electric current Bow in the 

as recited in Claim 10. 

To meditate the present examination. Applicants have amended claim 10 to further 
highlight the Applicants' contribution to the art. Ills amendmem should not he construed as an 
admission by Applicants that the cmnmp prior to the amendment, were not novel not noroobvious 



in. view of the cited prior art; Amended CMm 10. tpsiim %;rmiMy^4p$0®g too! hiding, among 
other elements, the following: 



the lateral resrmmty 




Immnxiiiml axis. or aieosnataxnsarpse 



the n«ar to 
to the 



Sinclair k293 clearly does not teach or suggest m hmlUmg mschmmm mMmg the 
cireomflr^oxlal gap, as racked in amended claim 10, 

The Clark, ; 04S reference is also cited as prx>vMmg part .of the basis of several §103 
rejections. Specifically, Clark '04$ is cited as disclosing a shield that is a conductive metal 
cylinder with slots in the ask! direction and the slots are tiled, with rubber (col 22, ins. 42-45} 
This Florence does not provide any more terlptiosi or drawing pfaoch a MM M MM slots; , 
Clark m$ actually refers the reader to U.S. Patent No. 4*MJ14 {"Clark *7J# ') for a. further 
explanation of the shield. The Clark ' 714 patent (which, m fact, natnes the same Clark (in 
respect to Clef k CMS) as the ft*; ^^&kv&«©*$- tf «jtaHtt«ti mm accompanying Information 
Diado %m Smmm for use in the pem®. mmmmn.- A qttiete study of the front page and 
HG 3 of Oari '71.4 reveals a shield divided into several pie sections. The pie sections appear to 
create ktrtgiitxiimliy extmi^g iota 2SiHhat ®tim$ the entire length of the shield along the 
longitedihal direction. These slots d& tm(t$&&W&. i$m$t&ffi®ify: shout the tubular, (2) provide a 
drormdCrentlol. gap; or p;| prevent eketrie ppmspi Sow m the shield m a. direction parallel to the 
loe-edudiual avis of the tubular TbemstoC* are therefore strnctursltv and heuukmallv different 
from the insulating mechanism or cirenmfeeniial gap recited m arnendod drum. 1.0. 

Moreover, none of the other ctted references (Sumlau '293, Sinclatr '$96, or Clark '714) 
teaches or suggests an insulating mechanism or circumferential gap having the ahoveriisted 
str-.ieturC or fonctionai features. Thus, any combination of those references will tail to produce 
one or snore of the elements of claim 10, 



According^, independent claim !0 and claims 11-32 1^141, each of whkh. depends from 
dmm 1 0, are patentable over the cited prior art references. 

Amended independent dmi 3S recites a method fe budding a resistivity i.ool usem an 
elongated tubular comprising, among otber s^p%.tfee : foiio!««gt 

prgserOoig deciric aeteM re 0sw eksssg fie s&ieid m a dbecdan 
p&aM k> im lm0mm at the Wmx nmt the latere! ressOMry 

For one or reore of the some reasons set forth above k respect to claim 10, cMm 35 Is 
also pammabh: over the eked prior art references. Fo^niso^ dslps and 3P-40, each of 
winch nepenoa .trom olaon jS, are atso pateutanie over the cued poor art references. 

In view of the above, each of the pre^n# prfsg ^^• : i»-^..^pte^::^.b6ll«^«l to 
be In ioonedlaie eonrlboo for alkwwe, 

"bio fee; ie beloved .to he : doe at this time. If the appropriate Petition lor m B&tm$imy of 
Time k dot attached h^mim'^M^W^i NtyiffiNf tiiM^^mitenl this statemem shell 

f® Applmaets : Petition to the 0 S d 1.0 Tfee Commissioner p hereby autborieed to 
charge an?, addnaonal fees or credit atly overpayments related to tbss response to Schlumbetget 
X3epOs1t : Aeeooot No. i 90610. The psdeex%a# i$,:jrvplaMe for consultation at any terse, if the 
I&apbner bdie^ea such eonsttbstlpn may expedite the resolution of any rssoes. 

Re>pecthbhy onbenited. 

, v , r M 4 .. A /jtMJr. 
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